&ABIANS  AND  CHRISTIANS  OP  ST.  JOHN.           263

sent the vulgar religion, as opposed to the scriptural,
j^mong a people filled with the legends of such a land
1 as Babylonia, with neighbours on all sides of every
imaginable difference of mythological tradition, it
seems impossible that the form of Gnosticism which
the Mandsean scriptures represent should have re-
mained long unmixed with the many and diverse
beliefs of the soil. The doctrine of the sacred books
is itself an amalgamation of several mutually incon-
sistent creeds, and there is no reason why the process
of corruption and adulteration should have come to
an end when the Mandsean scriptures were finally
redacted. On the contrary, there is every probability
that the common people clung to the local traditions,
though the priests rejected most of them, and that
they continued to mix the teaching of their spiritual
guides with the mass of legendary myths they had
inherited from their forefathers. In that case, Peter-
maim5 s account of the Mandsean creed would be the
esoteric, the priestly, view; whilst the basis of M.
Siouffi's probably garbled description of the religion
of the Subba would represent the popular belief of
the ignorant and superstitious Mandseans of to-day.
At present it is only possible to suggest this theory
as one that deserves to be tested : nothing but a
further examination, on the spot, of modern Mandsean
beliefs can settle the question whether M. Siouffi is
merely the dupe of a cunning deacon, or the expositor
of the vulgar conception of their religion by the
Christians of St. John.
There is^however, no doubt that the true source